


THE LIBRARY OF THE
UNIVERSITY OF

NORTH CAROLINA
AT CHAPEL HILL

THE COLLECTION OF

NORTH CAROLINIANA

C614.1

N87v5
1985



UNIVERSITY OF N C AT CHAPEL HILL

00034018740

FOR USE ONLY IN

THE NORTH CAROLINA COLLECTION

Form No. A-368



Digitized by the Internet Archive

in 2009 with funding from

Ensuring Democracy through Digital Access (NC-LSTA)

http://www.archive.org/details/northcarolinavit198502nort



LEADING CAUSES
OF MORTALITY

North Carolina

Vital Statistics

1985—Volume 2





LEADING CAUSES
OF MORTALITY

North Carolina

Vital Statistics

1985—Volume 2

"^ ; ^ ( fi i t

state Center For Health Statistics
HC Department of Bmnan Resources

Division of Health Serrices



STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
James G. Martin, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN RESOURCES
Phillip J. Kirk, Jr., Secretary

DIVISION OF HEALTH SERVICES
Ronald H. Levine. M.D.. M.P.H.. State Health Director

STATE CENTER FOR HEALTH STATISTICS

Charles J. Rothwell, M.B.A., M.S., Director

January 1987

750 copies of this public document were

printed at a cost of $1,283.00 or $1.71 per copy.



1125
TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page

FIGURE 1 .A—Department of Human Resources Regioiis v

nOURE 1 -B—Health Service Areas vi

PREFACE vii

I. COMPUTATION OF MORTALITY RATES I- 1

II. INTERPRETATION OF MORTALITY RATES 2- 1

III. FLAGGING BIASED RATES 3- 1

IV. NORTH CAROLINA MORTALITY HIGHLIGHTS 4- 1

V. TABLES AND HGURES: MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1981-85

Total Deaths 5- 3

Heart Disease 5- 9

Acute Myocardial Infarction 5- 15

Other Forms of Ischemic Heart Disease 5- 21

Hypertension with or without Renal Disease 5- 27

Cerebrovascular Disease 5- 29

Atherosclerosis 5- 35

Cancer 5-37
Cancer of Stomach 5- 43

Cancer of Colon, Rectum, and Anus 5- 49

Cancer of Pancreas 5- 55

Cancer of Trachea, Bronchus, and Lung 5- 61

Cancer of Female Breast 5- 67

Cancer of Cervix Uteri 5- 73

Cancer of Ovary and Other Uterine Adnexa 5- 79

Cancer of Prostate 5- 85

Leukemia 5-91

Diabetes Mellitus 5-97
Pneumonia and Influenia 5- 99

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 5-105

Chronic Liver Disease and Cirrhosis 5-111

Nephritis, Nephrotic Syndrome, and Nephrosis 5-117

Motor Vehicle Accidents 5-123

All Other Accidents and Adverse Effects 5-129

Suicide 5-135

Homicide 5-141

Infant Mortality 5-147

VI. TABLES AND RGURES: MULTIPLE CONDITIONS PRESENT AT DEATH, 1981-85

^ REFERENCES





en

o

LU

XQ
CE cr

CE ^

O



CO
cr
UJ

(X

LU

LiJ

to

cr
UJ

CE

CL
(_J

o



PREFACE

The State Center for Health Statistics has produced periodically a major publication describing North Carolina's

mortality experience for a five-year period. The 198 1 Leading Causes ofMonality, the third major publication of this

type, included statistical tables, maps, and graphs as well as an analysis for each leading cause of death in North

Carolina. In the interim years, the State Center publishes supportive reports of mapped and tabular data only.

This edition of Leading Causes of Mortality is a supportive report which should be used m conjunction with the

1981 edition for purposes of health planning and analysis. Another report that can be used is Detailed Moruility

Statistics which provides annual counts of deaths classified according to detailed underlying causes of death and the

age, race, and sex of decedents.

TTie tables and maps in this report show seleaed mortality statistics for counties, Department of Human
Resources regions. Health Services Areas, and the state (see maps on preceding pages). More than a dozen of North

Carolina's leading causes of mortality are depicted in these tables and maps. In addition, the site-specific cancers and

total infant mortality are also tabled and mapped. Table 1 on page 4-3 describes the selected cause-of-death

categories in terms of codes from International Classification of Diseases (Ninth Revision). Altogether, the causes

included in this report accounted for 85.7 percent of all North Carolina deaths during 1985.

As with previous editions, multiple conditions present at death are included in this volume. Three diseases in

particular—hypertension, atherosclerosis, and diabetes—are considered associated conditions far more often than

they are considered an underlying cause. Hence, Figures 29.A through 3 1 .B display 1 98 1 -85 county rates for deaths

associated with a mention of each of these diseases.

IN USING THIS VOLUME PARTICULAR ATTENTION IS CALLEDTO THE SECTIONS ON /NTERPRE-

TATIOhJ OF MORTALITY RATES AND FLAGG/NG BIASED RATES.





I. COMPUTATION OF MORTALITY RATES

In this report, total death rates are expressed as resident deaths per 1,000 population while all cause-specific

mortality rates are expressed as resident deaths per 100,000 population. All rates in Tables 1 -27 use total population

in the denominator, except rates for the sex-specific cancer sites, which use male or female population in the

denominator. TTie infant mortality rates of Table 28 and Figure 28 are computed as the number of resident deaths

under one year of age per 1 ,000 resident live births. Population bases for the rates of this report were provided by the

Office of State Budget and Marwgement in the Governor's Office.

Vital events in this report are allocated to place of residence. For deaths of inmates of long-term institutions

(mental, penal, old age, orphan, nursing home, rest home, etc.), the institution is considered the usual residence

provided the decedent had resided in the institution at least one year. College students and military personnel are

considered residents of the college or military community.

The following definitions apply to the rates of Tables 1-27.

Unadjusted Annual Death Rate: the annual death rate computed as resident deaths per 1,000 or 100,000

population. These rates permit the user knowledge of an area's status with respect to the observed incidence of

mortality during the given year.

Unadfusted 5-Year Death Rate: the average annual death rate computed as average resident deaths per 1 ,000 or

100,000 average population. These rates permit the user knowledge of an area's status with respect to the observed

incidence of mortality during the 5-year period. These rates are depicted in the Series A maps (e.g.. Figures 2. A, 3.A,

etc.) printed in blue.

Adjusted 5-Year Death Rate: the average annual age-race-sex-adjusted rates computed by the direct method. Also

expressed as deaths per 1,000 or 100,000 population, these rates are those which would be expected if the average

annual age, race, and sex composition of each county's population were the same as that estimated for the state.

These rates are free of differing effects of age, race, and sex and thus permit the user knowledge of an area's status

with respect to other determinants of mortality during the 5-year period. However, the user should not compare an

adjusted death rate with an unadjusted death rate. Also, adjusted rates for different time periods cannot be directly

compared unless they were adjusted by the same standard population. The adjusted rates are depicted in the Series B
maps (e.g., Figures 2.B., 3.B., etc.) printed in red.

For the maps, a clustering routine* from the Statistical Analysis System ( SAS) was used to group counties that are

"most like each other" with respect to their unadjusted rate and then their adjusted rate ( 1 ). These maps show six

levels of death rates, where level one is the lowest rate interval and level six the highest.

•In 1 983 the State Center for Health Statistics conducted an evaluation ofseveral clustering methods. It was found
that one method, called "Average Linkage Method," produced tighter clusters (i.e., clusters with smaller

within-cluster variances) than the other methods examined. Consequently, we plan to use this method hence-
forth to cluster county rates in all SCHS publications.
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II. INTERPRETATION OF MORTALITY RATES

To assess an area's relative mortality conditions during a five-year period, both the unadjusted rate and the

adjusted rate can be compared to the state rate for a particular cause of death. Then, provided the area's unadjusted

rate represents a relatively stable situation, viz., the rate has not fluctuated widely in recent years, the following

alternative diagnoses will apply:

Relative Status Of

Unadjusted Adjusted

Rate Rate Diagnosis

Lov

Low

High

Low

High

Low

Low mortality is not due to age, race, and sex fac-

tors; other mortality conditions are favorable.

Low mortality is due to favorable age, race, and sex

factors; other mortality conditions are unfavorable.

High mortality is due to unfavorable age, race, and

sex factors; other mortality conditions are favor-

able.

High High High mortality is not due to age, race, and sex fac-

tors; other mortality conditions are unfavorable.

In using adjusted rates, it is important that the user understand the reason for adjustment. The following

hypothetical example illustrates. Here, A and B stand for p>opulation subgroups, e.g., whites and nonwhites, males

and females, etc.

County

Population Deaths

Population A
Population B

Total

300.000

10,000

310,000

1.000

1.0

1.010

Death

Rate*

333.3

100.0

325.8

State

Population Deaths

500,000

800,000

1,300,000

2,500

1,000

3,500

Death
Rate*

500.0

125.0

269.2

•Deaths per 100,000 population.

Compared to the state, county subgroups A and B both have lower rates, but the county as a whole (A and B
combined) has a higher rate. This seemingly paradoxical situation results from two factors: different proportions of

A and B in the county vs. the state population and wide differences between the rates for A vs. B. In this example, it is

true that the county has the higher total rate—BUTONLY BECAUSE THE POPULATION CONTAINS A HIGH
PROPORTION OF SUBGROUP A.

Certainly, it is important for program planners to know that the county has a high rate relative to the state rate; this

information is needed in determining manpxjwer and facility needs, etc. But in assessing "risk," the researcher needs

to adjust for confounding factors such as age or race. To do this, one multiplies each population-s[>ecific county rate

by the corresponding "standard" F>opulation, sums these results, and divides by the total "standard." In the above
example, using the state population as the standard, the computation is:

( 1000/300.000 x 500.000) + (10/10.000 x 800.000)

1,300,000

= 0.001897 or 189.7

per 100,000 population

2-1



Thus, as rates specific for A and B imply, the county's rate is lower than the state's rate after adjustment for the

factor represented by A and B.

Caution!

In assessing the relative mortality conditionsof a county, one should be particularly aware of rates based on small

numbers of deaths since, in such cases, random fluctuation in the rate may render rate comparisons risky. The reader

should read very carefully the next section entitled "Flagging Biased Rates."

2-2



III. FLAGGING BIASED RATES

The agc-race-sex adjusted rates in this publication that have been determined to be biased are flagged with an

asterisk to suggest caution in their use. A complete description of the rationale and method for flagging biased rates

can be found in the 1981 LeaJing Causes of Mortality. A short summary is provided below.

Any rate with a small number of events (deaths) in the numerator will have substantial random variability over

time, or a large standard error. A useful rule ofthumb is that any rate based on fewer than 20 events in the numerator

may involve serious random error and should be used vef7 cautiously in making comparisons or assessing trends (2 ).

Many of the rates in this volume do have numerators smaller than 20.

In addition to the problem of a large standard error, the age-race-sex-adjusted rates in this volume may be biased

due to one or more deaths in a small age-race-sex population group. One death out of an estimated population of 5,

for example, would produce a death rate of 20,000 per 100,000 population. If this rate were applied to the

appropriate age-race-sex group of the standard pxipulation, a very large number of expected deaths would result and

the adjusted rate would be biased. In this volume an adjusted rate is flagged if: a) applying the age-race-sex-sf>ecific

rates of a county for a given cause to the standard population results in more than 25 percent of the total expected

deaths being generated by one cell, and b) the denominator of the rate is also less than 50 (an average of 10 per year).

These criteria will catch only the worst problems. Only thirty-three out of a total of 2500 county adjusted rates in

this volume are flagged by this method.

In addition to putting asterisks by those 1981-85 adjusted rates with a large bias due to an extremely high

age-race-sex-specific rate, the rates have been recomputed by substituting the appropriate North Carolina age-race-

sex-cause-sp)ecific rate in the problem cell. The table on the next page compares the flagged rates with the rates where

the state rate has been substituted. The reader who must use one of these flagged rates is advised to use the rate in this

table with the substitution instead. If the latter rate is clearly out of line with the North Carolina rate in the last

column, the rate should be treated as missing data.

3-1
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IV. NORTH CAROLINA MORTALITY HIGHLIGHTS

In the 1981 Leading Causes of Monaluy extensive analyses of North Carolina's mortality experience were

presented. That volume contained statistical tables, maps, and graphs as well as cause-specific discussions of trends,

geographic patterns, risk factors, and recent research. We do not expect that the general mortality picture has

changed very much in four years. Thus in this section, we will highlight 1985 unadjusted death rates for selected

causes and the changes in rates from 1981 through 1985. The reader should consult the 1981 volume for a detailed

discussion of each cause.

As shown in Table 1, a total of 53,018 North Carolinians died in 1985, a rate of 8.47 deaths per 1,000

population. The 1985 crude death rate was 2.4 percent above the 1984 rate and 5 percent above the 1983

death rate.

The median age at death was 72.1 years, consistent with a secular increase in the median during the last 25

years. The median age at death for whites was 74 years compared to 68.5 for nonwhites.

The ten leading causes of death are heart disease, cancer, cerebrovascular disease, accidents, pneumonia and

influenza, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, diabetes, suicide, nephritis/nephrotic syndrome/nephrosis,

and chronic liver disease/cirrhosis.

Cause-specific death rates for acute myocardial infarction, other forms of ischemic heart disease, cancer, and

pneumonia and influenza changed 3 percent or more between 1984 and 1985. Acute myocardial infarction

rates declined by 8 percent in the one year p>eriod and 1 1 percent in the 1981-85 period. Other forms of

ischemic heart disease increased by 7.8 {percent between 1984 and 1985 and 12.5 percent between 1982 and

1985. Cancer death ratesdisplayedconsistent increases of 1-2 percent yearly between 1980 and 1984 with an

increase of 3.4 percent between 1984 and 1985. Overall, cancer death rates have increased 7 percent in the

1981-1985 period. Pneumonia and influenza death rates have increased 22 f)ercent in the last year and 43

percent between 1982 and 1985.

Among the nine site-specific cancers presented in this volume, cancer of the colon, rectum, and anus increased

by 9.5 percent; and cancer of the trachea, bronchus, and lung increased by 4 percent between 1984 and 1985.

Breast cancer mortality rates have increased each year since 1981 with the largest percentage increase of 12

percent in the 1984-85 period and a 25 percent increase between 1981 to 1985. Other site SF>ecific cancer

death rates for young and middle-aged women such as lung, ovary, and cervix uteri have remained relatively

constant during the last three years.

Homicide death rates ended a consecutive 5 year decline in the decade with an upturn in the rate from 8.48 to

9.01 between 1984 and 1985.

Therateof suicide deaths continued to fluctuate between 1984 and 1985 with a 5 percent decline. The rate has

alternated for each year since 1982 with a 7.5 percent decline between 1982 and 1983, and an 8 percent

increase from 1983 to 1984.

The total infant mortality rate for the state declined for the fifth consecutive year in the decade from 12.5 per

1,000 live births in 1984 to 12.0 in 1985. White infant mortality rates declined by 5 percent from 10.0 to 9.5

during this period and nonwhite infant mortality rates declined by 3.8 percent. Improvement in white neonatal

mortality rates from 6.8 p>er 1 ,000 live births to 6.2 contributed entirely to the overall improvement in the

white infant mortality rate, with white postneonatal rates showing a slight upturn between 1984 and 1985.

Conversely, nonwhite postneonatal rates improved from 6.7 m 1984 to 5.6 in 1985 and neonatal rates

registered a slight upturn during the period.
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V. TABLES AND FIGURES:
MORTALITY STATISTICS

FOR 1981-85





TABLE 2

fORTALlTY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

TOTAL DEATHS (PER 1000 POPULATION)

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

NORTH CAROLINA

NUMBER
OF DEATHS

1985

53016

REGIONS

DEATH
RATE*
1985

NUMBER DEATH
OF DEATHS RATE*
1981-85 1981-85

251985 6.26

ADJUSTED
DEATH RATE*

1981-85

8.26

DmR I WESTERN



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965. NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
TOTAL DEATHS (PER 1000 POPULATION! CONT'D.
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TABLE 3

r«ORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

DISEASES OF HEART

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

NORTH CAROLINA

NUMBER



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985.
DISEASES OF HEART CONT'D,

NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
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TABLE t

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

ACUTE MYOCARDIAL INFARCTION

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

NORTH CAROLINA

REGIONS

OhR I WESTERN
DhR II N. CENTRAL
DhR III S. CENTRAL
OhR IV EASTERN

NUMBER



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965% NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
ACUTE MYOCARDIAL INFARCTION CONT'D,
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TABLE 5

WORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

OTHER FORMS OF ISCHEMIC HEART DISEASE

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

NORTH CAROLINA

NUMBER



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985. NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
OTHER FORMS OF ISCHEMIC HEART DISEASE CONT'D.
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TABLE
MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985

NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
HYPERTENSION WITH OR WITHOUT RENAL DISEASE

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985. NORTH CAROLINA RCSIDENTS
HTPERTENSION WITH OR WITHOUT RENAL DISEASE CONT'D.



table: 7

mortality statistics for 1965
north carolina residents
cerebrovascular disease

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

NORTH CAROLINA

NUMBER
OF DEATHS

1985

•633

DEATH
RATE*
1985

7H.08

NUMBER DEATH
OF DEATHS RATE*
1981-85 1961-85

22999

REGIONS

75. 45

ADJUSTED
DEATH RATE+

1961-85

75.<45

DhR I WESTERN



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985, NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
CEREBROVASCULAR DISEASE CONT'D.
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TABLE 8

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

ATHEROSCLEROSIS

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREIA

NORTH CAROLINA

NUMBER
OF DEATHS

1965

529

REGIONS

DEATH
RATE*
1985

8.45

NUMBER DEATH
OF DEATHS RATE*
1981-85 1981-85

2736 8.97

ADJUSTED
DEATH RATE+

1981-85

6,97

DhR I WESTERN



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965,
ATHEROSCLEROSIS CONT'D,

NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

COUNTIES
(COmT'D)

•2 HALIFAX
43 HaRNETT
<»H HAYWOOD
1*6 HENDERSON
"6 HERTFORD
"7 HoKE
to HyOE
H9 IREDELL
50 JACKSON
51 JOHNSTON
52 JONES
53 LEE
5<* LENOIR
55 LINCOLN
56 Mcdowell
57 MflCON
56 MADISON
59 MARTIN
60 Mecklenburg
61 Mitchell
62 montgomery
63 MoORE
6H NASH
65 NEW HANOVER
66 NORTHAMPTON
67 ONSLOW
68 ORANGE
69 PAMLICO
70 PASQUOTANK
71 PeNDER
72 PeROUIMANS
73 PERSON
7<* PiTT
75 POLK
76 randolph
77 Richmond
78 ROBESON
79 Rockingham
60 Rowan
81 Rutherford
82 Sampson
63 Scotland
6H STANLY
85 StOkES
86 SURRT
87 S'AIN
86 TRANSYLVANIA
89 TyRRELL
90 UNION
91 VANCE
92 WAKE
93 WARREN
9^ WASHINGTON
95 WATAUGA
96 WAYNE
97 WILKES
98 WILSON
99 YADKIN

100 yancey

NUMBER



TABLE 9

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

CANCER

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

NUMBER



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985i
CANCER CONT'D.

NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

COUNTIES
(CONT'D)

«»2 HALIFAX
«»3 HflRNETT
ifH HflTWOOD
i|5 HENDERSON
46 HERTFORD
•7 HOKE
•e HYDE
i»9 IREDELL
50 JACKSON
51 JOHNSTON
52 JONES
53 LEE
5"* LENOIR
55 LINCOLN
56 MCDOWELL
57 MACON
58 MADjSON
59 MARTIN
60 MECKLENBURG
61 MITCHELL
62 MONTGOMERY
63 MoORE
6<» NASH
65 NEW HANOVER
66 NORTHAMPTON
67 OnSLOW
68 Orange
69 PAMLICO
70 PASQUOTANK
71 PENDER
72 PEROUIMANS
73 PERSON
71* PiTT
75 POLK
76 RANDOLPH
77 RICHMOND
78 ROBESON
79 ROCKINGHAM
80 ROWAN
81 RuTuERFORD
82 SAMPSON
83 SCOTLAND
8"» STANLY
85 STOKES
86 SyRRT
87 SwAIN
88 TRANSYLVANIA
89 TyRRELL
90 Union
91 VANCE
92 WAKE
93 WARREN
94 WASHINGTON
95 WATAUGA
96 WAYNE
97 WILKES
98 WILSON
99 YADKIN

100 YANCEY

NUMBER
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GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

TABLE 10

f«ORTALlTY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

CANCER OF STOMACH
NUMBER DEATH NUMBER DEATH

OF DEATHS RATE* OF DEATHS RATE*
1985 1985 1981-85 1981-85

NORTH CAROLINA 280 '.H? 1420 t.65

ADJUSTED
DEATH RATE+

1981-85

REGIONS

DhR I WESTERN
DhR II N. CENTRAL
DhR III S. CENTRAL
OhR IV EASTERN



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965,
CANCER OF STOMACH CONT'D,

NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

COUNTIES
(CONT'D)

H2 HALIFAX
Hi HARNETT
4'» HflYWOOO
Hi HENDERSON
Hi, HERTFORD
"7 HOKE
te HyOr
Hf IREDELL
50 JACKSON
51 JOHNSTON
52 JONES
53 LeE
5H LENOIR
55 LINCOLN
56 MCDOWELL
57 MACON
56 HaDISON
59 MARTIN
60 MECKLENBURG
61 MITCHELL
62 MONTGOMERY
63 MOORE
6H NASH
65 NEW HANOVER
66 NORTHAMPTON
67 OnSLOW
66 ORANGE
69 Pamlico
70 pasouotank
71 PENDER
72 perquimans
73 Person
7'* PiTT
75 Polk
76 randolph
77 richmond
76 ROBESON
79 ROCKINGHAM
80 ROWAN
81 RUTHERFORD
82 SAMPSON
83 SCOTLAND
8'* STANLY
85 STOKES
86 SuRRT
87 SwAiN
86 TRANSYLVANIA
89 TYRRELL
90 UNION
91 VANCE
92 WAKE
93 WARREN
94 WASHINGTON
95 WATAUGA
96 WAYNE
97 WILKES
96 WILSON
99 YADKIN

100 YANCEY

NUMBER
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TABLE 11

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

CANCER OF COLON. RECTUM AND ANUS
NUMBER DEATH

OF DEATHS RATE*
1961-65 1961-65



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965, NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
CANCER OF COLON. RECTUM AND ANUS CONT'D,

COUNTIES
(CONT'D)

^2 HALIFAX
«»3 H4RNETT
HH HAYWOOD
45 HENDERSON
i»fe HERTFORD
HI HoKE
48 HYDE
49 IREDELL
50 JflCKSON
51 JOHNSTON
52 JONES
53 LEE
54 LENOIR
55 LINCOLN
56 MCDOWELL
57 M/iCON
58 MADISON
59 MARTIN
60 MECKLENBURG
61 MITCHELL
62 MONTGOMERY
63 MoORE
64 NASH
66 new hanover
66 Northampton
67 onslow
68 Orange
69 PAMLICO
70 PASQUOTANK
71 PENDER
72 PeROUIMANS
75 PERSON
74 PiTT
7b PoLK
76 RANDOLPH
77 RICHMOND
76 ROBESON
79 Rockingham
60 ROWAN
81 RUTHERFORD
62 SAMPSON
63 SCOTLAND
84 STANLY
85 STOKES
86 SURRT
87 SwAIN
66 TRANSYLVANIA
69 TYRRELL
90 UNION
91 VANCE
92 WAKE
93 WARREN
94 WASHINGTON
95 WATAUGA
96 WAYNE
97 WiLkES
98 WILSON
99 YADKIN

100 YANCEY

NUMBER
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TABLE 12

WORTALITY STATISTICS POR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

CANCER OF PANCREAS

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

NORTH CAROLINA

NUMBER



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985.
CANCER OF PANCREAS CONT'D.

NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

COUNTIES
(CONT'D)

12 HALIFAX
43 HflRNETT
tH HAYWOOD
Hb HENDERSON
46 HERTFORD
1*7 HOKE
<»8 HyOE
"9 IREDELL
50 JACKSON
51 JOHNSTON
52 JONES
53 LeE
51* LENOIR
55 LINCOLN
56 MCDOWELL
57 MaCON
56 MaOISON
59 MARTIN
60 MECKLENBURG
61 MITCHELL
62 M0NT6OHERV
63 MOORE
6<« NASH
65 NEW HANOVER
66 NORTHAMPTON
67 OmSLOW
66 0RAN6E
69 PaMLICO
70 PASQUOTANK
71 PENDER
72 perquimans
73 Person
7H PiTT
75 POLK
76 randolph
77 Richmond
78 ROBESON
79 ROCKINGHAM
60 ROWAN
81 RUTHERFORD
82 SAMPSON
83 SCOTLAND
8<t STANLY
65 StOKES
86 SURRT
87 SwAIN
86 TRANSYLVANIA
89 TYRRELL
90 UnI?N
91 VANCE
92 WAKE
93 WARREN
9(> WASHINGTON
95 WATAUGA
96 WAYNE
97 WILKES
98 WILSON
99 YADKIN

100 YANCEY

NUMBER
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TABLE 13

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

CANCER OF TRACHEA. BRONCHUS AND LUNG

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985, NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
CANCER OF TRACHEA, BRONCHUS AND LUNG CONT'D.

COUNTIES
(CONT'D)

42 HALIFAX
"S HARNETT
Ht HAYWOOD
Hb HENDERSON
1*6 HERTFORD
U7 HoKE
H6 HyDE
i»9 IREDELL
50 JACKSON
51 JOHNSTON
52 JONES
53 LEE
5H LENOIR
55 LINCOLN
56 MCDOWELL
57 MaCON
56 MADISON
59 MARTIN
60 MECKLENBURG
61 MITCHELL
62 MONTGOMERY
63 MoORE
6H NASH
65 NEW HANOVER
66 NORTHAMPTON
67 ONSLOW
66 ORANGE
69 PAMLICO
70 PASQUOTANK
71 PENDER
72 PERQUIMANS
73 PERSON
7H PITT
75 POLK
76 RANDOLPH
77 RICHMOND
76 ROBESON
79 ROCKINGHAM
60 ROWAN
61 RUTHERFORD
82 SAMPSON
83 SCOTLAND
8<t SjANLY
6b STOKES
86 SuRRY
87 SwAIN
86 TRANSYLVANIA
89 TyRRE-LL
90 UlMlON
91 VANCE
92 WAKE
93 WARREN
94 WASHINGTON
95 WATAUGA
96 WAYNE
97 WILKES
96 WILSON
99 YADKIN

100 YANCEY

SEE SECTION I

NUMBER
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TABLE \ H

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
CANCER OF FEMALE PREAST

NUMBER DEATH NUMBER DEATH ADJUSTED
GEOGRAPHICAL OF DEATHS RATE* OF DEATHS RATE* DEATH RATE+

AREA 1985 1985 1981-85 1981-85 1961-85

NORTH CAROLINA lOtZ 32. H"* H"*"*? 28.37 28.37

REGIONS

DhR I WESTERN
DhR II N. CENTRAL
DhR III S. CENTRAL
DhR IV EASTERN



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985. NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
CANCER OF FEMALE BREAST CONT'D.
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TABLE 15

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

(MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
CANCER OF CERVIX UTERI

NUMBER DEATH NUMBER DEATH
OF DEATHS RATE* OF DEATHS RATE*

1985 1985 1981-65 1981-65

NORTH CAROLINA

REGIONS

DmR I WESTERN
DhR II N. CENTRAL
DhR III S. CENTRAL
DhB IV EASTERN



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965, NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
CANCER OF CERVIX UTERI CONT'D.

COUNTIES
(CONT'D)

42 HALIFAX
Hi HARNETT
<' HAYWOOD
Hb HCNDERSON
46 HERTFORD
"7 HoKE
16 HYDE
49 IREDELL
50 JACKSON
51 JOHNSTON
52 JONES
53 LEE
5«» LENOIR
55 LINCOLN
56 MCDOWELL
57 MflCON
58 MADISON
59 MARTIN
60 MECKLENBURG
61 MITCHELL
62 MONTGOMERY
63 MOORE
64 NASH
65 NEW HANOVER
66 NORTHAMPTON
67 ONSLOW
68 ORANGE
69 PAMLICO
70 PASQUOTANK
71 PENDER
72 PERQUIMANS
73 PERSON
74 PiTT
75 POLK
76 RANDOLPH
77 RICHMOND
76 ROBESON
79 ROCKINGHAM
80 ROWAN
81 RUTHERFORD
82 SAMPSON
83 SCOTLAND
84 StANLY
85 STOKES
86 SuRRT
87 SwAIN
88 TRANSYLVANIA
89 TYRRELL
90 UNION
91 VANCE
92 WAKE
93 WARREN
94 WASHINGTON
95 WATAUGA
96 WAYNE
97 WILKES
98 WILSON
99 YADKIN

100 YANCEY

NUMBER
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TABLE 16

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

CANCER



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985i NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
CANCER OF OVARY AnD OTHER UTErInE ADnEXA CONT'D,
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TABLE 17

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

CANCER OF PROSTATE

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

NORTH CAROLINA

REGIONS

NUMBER



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 19e5i
CANCER OF PROSTATE CONT'D.

NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

COUNTIES
(CONT'D)

"a HALIFAX
US HaRNETT
!< HAYWOOD
i*b HENDERSON
1*6 HERTFORD
H7 HOKE
te HYDf
H9 IREDELL
50 JACKSON
51 JOHNSTON
52 JONES
53 LEE
SI LENOIR
55 LINCOLN
56 MCDOWELL
57 MACON
58 MTDISON
59 MARTIN
60 MECKLENBURG
61 MITCHELL
62 MONTGOMERY
63 MoORE
64 NASH
65 NEW HANOVER
66 NORTHAMPTON
67 ONSLOW
68 ORANGE
69 PAMLICO
70 PASQUOTANK
71 PENDER
72 PER8UIMANS
73 PERSON
7H PiTT
75 POLK
76 RANDOLPH
77 RICHMOND
78 ROBESON
79 ROCKINGHAM
80 ROWAN
81 Rutherford
82 SAMPSON
83 SCOTLAND
8H STANLY
85 StOKES
86 SuRRT
67 SwAIN
86 transylvania
89 Tyrrell
90 UNION
91 VANCE
92 WAKE
93 WARREN
91 WASHINGTON
95 WATAUGA
96 WAYNE
97 WILKES
96 WILSON
99 YADKIN

100 YANCEY

NUMBER
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TABLE 16

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

LEUKEMIA

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

NUMBER



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985,
LEUKEMIA CONT'D,

NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
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TABLE 19

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

DIABETES MELLITUS

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

NORTH CAROLINA

NUMBER



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985, NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
DIABETES MELLITUS CONT'D,

COUNTIES
(CONT'D)

t2 HALIFAX
^3 HflRMETT
"H HAYWOOD
^5 HENDERSON
46 HERTFORD
•7 HoKE
48 HYDE
i»9 IREDELL
50 JflCKSON
51 JOHNSTON
52 JONES
53 LEE
54 LENOIR
55 LINCOLN
56 Mcdowell
57 MflCON
58 Madison
59 MARTIN
60 MECKLENBURG
61 MITCHELL
62 MONTGOMERY
63 MoORE
64 NASm
65 NEW HANOVER
66 NORTHAMPTON
67 OnSLOW
68 ORANGE
69 PAMLICO
70 PflSOUOTANK
71 PrNDER
72 PeROUIMANS
73 PERSON
74 PiTT
75 POLK
76 RANDOLPH
77 RICHMOND
76 ROBESON
79 ROCKINGHAM
80 ROWAN
81 RUTHERFORD
82 SAMPSON
83 SCOTLAND
84 STANLY
85 STOKES
86 SURRT
87 SwAIN
88 TRANSYLVANIA
89 TyRRELL
90 UNION
91 VANCE
92 WAKE
93 WARREN
94 WASHINGTON
95 WATAUGA
96 WAYNE
97 WiLKES
96 WILSON
99 YaDkIN

100 YANCEY

NUMBER



TABLE 20

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
PNEUMONIA AND INFLUENZA

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

NORTH CAROLINA

REGIONS

NUMBER



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965, NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
PNEUMONIA AND INFLUENZA CONT'D.

COUNTIES
<COmT'D)

1*2 HALIFAX
43 HARNETT
"H HAYWOOD
Hi HENDERSON
46 HERTFORD
47 HOKE
48 HYOE
49 IREDELL
50 JACKSON
51 JOHNSTON
52 JONES
53 LEE
54 LENOIR
55 LINCOLN
56 MCDOWELL
57 MACON
58 MADISON
59 MARTIN
60 MECKLENBURG
61 MITCHELL
62 MONTGOMERY
63 MOORE
64 NASH
65 NEW HANOVER
66 NORTHAMPTON
67 OnSLOW
68 ORANGE
69 PAMLICO
70 PASQUOTANK
71 PENDER
72 PERQUIMANS
73 PCRSON
74 PiTT
75 POLK
76 RANDOLPH
77 RICHMOND
76 ROBESON
79 ROCKINGHAM
60 ROWAN
81 RUTHERFORD
82 SAMPSON
83 SCOTLAND
84 STANLY
8b StOKES
86 SuRRT
67 SwAIN
86 TRANSYLVANIA
89 TYRRELL
90 UNION
91 VANCE
92 WAKE
93 WaRPEN
94 WASHINGTON
95 WAT/iUGA
96 WAYNE
97 WILKES
98 WILSON
99 YAD> IN

100 YANCEY

NUMBER
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TABLE 21

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

CHRONIC OBSTRUCTIVE PULMONARY DISEASES

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985, NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
CHRONIC OBSTRUCTIVE PULMONARY DISEASES CONT'D.

COUNTIES
(COmT'D)

>*2 HALIFAX
US HARNETT
HH HAYWOOD
"5 HENDERSON
i*b HERTFORD
^7 HOKE
1*8 HYDE
«f9 IREDELL
50 JACKSON
51 JOHNSTON
52 JONES
53 LEE
5H LENOIR
55 LINCOLN
56 MCDOWELL
57 MACON
58 MADISON
59 MARTIN
60 MECKLENBURG
61 MITCHELL
62 MONTGOMERY
63 MoORE
6f NASH
65 NEW HANOVER
66 NORTHAMPTON
67 OmSLOW
68 ORANGE
69 PAMLICO
70 PaSOUOTANK
71 PENDER
72 PeROUIMANS
73 PERSON
7H PiTT
75 POLK
76 RANDOLPH
77 RICHMOND
78 RoBESON
79 ROCKINGHAM
80 ROWAN
81 Rutherford
82 SAMPSON
83 SCOTLAND
8t STANLY
86 StOKES
86 SURPT
87 SwAIN
88 TRANSYLVANIA
89 TyRRELL
90 UNION
91 VANCE
92 WaKE
93 WARREN
9H WASHINGTON
95 WATAUGA
96 WAYNE
97 WiLxES
98 WILSON
99 YADKIN

100 YANCEY

NUMBER
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TABLE 22

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

CHRONIC LIVER DISEASE AND CIRRHOSIS

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

NORTH CAROLINA

NUMBER



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985, NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
CHRONIC LIVER DISEASE AND CIRRHOSIS CONT'D.

COUNTIES
(CONT'D)

h2 halifax
h3 harnett
'^^ hatwood
i+b HENDERSON
Hb HERTFORD
HI HOKE
48 HYDE
«f9 IREDELL
50 JACKSON
51 JOHNSTON
52 JONES
53 LEE
5H LENOIR
55 LINCOLN
56 MCDOWELL
57 MACON
58 MaOISON
59 MARTIN
60 MECKLENBURG
61 MITCHELL
62 MONTGOMERY
63 MoORE
f>t NASH
65 NEW HANOVER
66 NORTHAMPTON
67 ONSLOW
68 Orange
69 PAMLICO
70 Pasquotank
71 PENDER
72 PERQUIMANS
73 PERSON
71* Pitt
75 POLK
76 RANDOLPH
77 RICHMOND
78 ROBESON
79 ROCKINGHAM
80 ROWAN
81 RUTHERFORD
82 SAMPSON
63 SCOTLAND
8U StANLY
8b STOKES
86 SURRT
87 SwAIN
88 TRANSYLVANIA
89 TYRRELL
90 UNION
91 VANCE
92 WAKE
93 WARREN
9H WASHINGTON
95 WATAUGA
96 WAYME
97 WILKES
98 WILSON
99 YADKIN

100 YANCEY

NUMBER
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TABLE 23

r«ORTALlTY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

NEPHRITIS, NEPHROTIC SYNDROME AND NEPHROSIS

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

NUMBER



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985, NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
NEPHRITIS. NEPHROTIC SYNDROME AND NEPHROSIS CONT'D.

COUNTIES
(CONT'D)

«*2 HALIFAX
43 HARNETT
"i* HAtWOOD
H5 HENDERSON
^6 HERTFORD
<»7 HoKE
H6 HyDE
«»9 IREDELL
50 JACKSON
51 JOHNSTON
52 JONES
53 LFE
5U LENOIR
56 LINCOLN
56 MCDOWELL
57 MACON
56 MflDISON
59 MflRTIN
60 MECKLENBURG
61 MITCHELL
62 MONTGOMERY
63 MoORE
64 NASH
65 NEW HANOVER
66 NORTHAMPTON
67 OnSLOW
66 ORANGE
69 PAMLICO
70 PASQUOTANK
71 PENDER
72 PeROUIMANS
73 PERSON
7H PiTT
75 POLK
76 RANDOLPH
77 RICHMOND
76 ROBESON
79 Rockingham
so ROWAN
81 Rutherford
82 Sampson
83 Scotland
an STANLY
85 STOKES
86 SURRT
87 SwAIN
86 TRANSYLVANIA
89 TYRRELL
90 UNION
91 VANCE
92 WAKE
93 WaRREN
94 WASHINGTON
95 WATAUGA
96 WAYNE
97 WILKES
96 WILSON
99 YADKIN

100 YANCEY

NUMBER
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GEOGRAPHICAL
ARLA

TABLE 2 «f

(MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
MOTOR VEHICLE ACCIDENTS

NUMBER DEATH NUMBER DEATH
OF DEATHS RATE* OF DEATHS RATE*

1985 1985 1981-85 1981-85

NORTH CAROLINA 1513 2<*,19 TISH 23.50

ADJUSTED
DEATH RATE*

1981-85

23.50

REGIONS

DhR I WESTERN
DhR II N. CENTRAL
OhR III S. CENTRAL
DhR IV EASTERN

HsA I WESTERN
HsA II PIEDMONT
HsA III S. PIEDMONT
HsA IV CAPITAL
HSA V CARDINAL
HSA VI EASTERN

COUNTIES

1 Alamance
2 Alexander
3 Alleghany
H ANSON
5 Ashe
6 AvERY
7 BEAUFORT
8 BERTIE
9 BlADEN

10 Brunswick
11 Buncombe
12 BuRKE
13 CftBARRUS
m CftLDWELL
15 CAMDEN
16 CflRTERET
17 CflSWELL
18 CATAWBA
19 Chatham
20 Cherokee
21 Chowan
22 clay
23 Cleveland
2t Columbus
25 Craven
26 Cumberland
27 Currituck
28 DARE
29 DAVIDSON
30 DaVIE
31 DuPLIN
32 Durham
33 Edgecombe
3h forsyth
35 franklin
36 GASTON
37 GATES
36 GRAHAM
39 GRANVILLE
•0 GREENE
HI GuILFORD

'58
312
381
362

2<m
26H
21<t

202
289
300

24
13

S
2
2
9
6
6

15
23
21
2i»

16
2

5
6

31
11

t»

5
3

IB
20
19
6<f

3
3

35
12
If
25
16
29
9

33
If

3
12
11
6<f

21.36
23.66
26,02
27,25

22,75
22.68
19.98
22.31
30.50
27, «H

23,«»7

48,83
0.00

19,05
8,53

13.33
20.80
37. tB
19.51
32.92
13.66
27.79
26.06
25.62
3'*. 39
10.25
S5.6<l
27.53
31.10
19.79
37.99
42.69
20.89
38.40
23,90
32.80
23.26
17.39
29.54
43,35
33,66
15,46
27,39
11,21
27,45
19.21
42.63
41.73
32.73
66.64
19.60

2269
1431
1758
1706

1185
1211
1084
943

1348
1393

104
43
15
32
20
14
47
45
42
78

146
81

107
80
7

44
39

149
51
15
21
7

120
104
85

331
13
24

142
27
73

115
82

208
56

169
19
B

54
30

307

21.72
22.09
24.63
26.32

22.56
21.16
20,87
21,83
29,04
26,01

20.61
32.91
30.62
24.67
17.33
16.60
22.23
42.18
27,34
37,60
17.71
21.80
23.73
23. 3t

24.24
19.27
36.01
27.20
29.40
15.24
32.77
20.01
28.45
40.12
22.57
26.16
21.21
30.62
24.53
19.94
35.32
14,55
28.66
16.46
36.92
20.19
41.46
22.49
30.23
36.72
19.05

22.02
22.47
24.19
25.68

23.26
21.49
21.30
21.32
28.92
25.36

21.34
35.39
57.45
23.06
13.55
14.51
24.29
45.07
26.83
36.42
16.77
20.21
24.02
26.11
23.36
20.83
30.20
27.42
26.18
12.42
35.72
15.27
29.35
41.76
22.49
25.19
21,22
30.68
23,58
20.77
39.11
13.91
31.10
16.81
34.16
21.85
40.66
49,82
29.64
30.60
19.48

• SEE SECTION I



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985. NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
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TABLE 25

I«I0RTALITY STftTTSTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

ALL OTHER ACCIDENTS AND ADVERSE EFFECTS



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965, NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
ALL OTHER ACCIDENTS AND ADVERSE EFFECTS CONT'D.
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TABLE 26

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

SUICIDE



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965,
SUICIDE CONT'D.

NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
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TABLE 27

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREft

NORTH CAROLINA

REGIONS

DuR I WESTERN
OhR II N. CENTRAL
DhR III S. CENTRAL
DhR IV EASTERN

HSA I WESTERN
HSA II PIEDMONT
HSA III S. PIEDMONT
HSA IV CAPITAL

CARDINALHSA
HSA VI EASTERN

COUNTIES

AlAIWANCE
Alexander
Alleghany
AnSON
Ashe
avery
beaufort

6 BrRTIE
9 BlADEN

10 BRUNSWICK
11 BUNCOMBE
12 BuRKE
13 CABARRUS
m CALDWELL
15 Camden
16 carteret
17 CASWELL
16 CATAWBA
19 CHATHAM
20 ChEpOKEE
21 ChOWAN
22 ClAY
23 Cleveland
2H Columbus
2b craven
26 Cumberland
27 Currituck
26 DARE
29 Davidson
30 DAVIE
31 DuPLIN
32 Durham
33 EoGFCOMBE
3H Forsyth
35 FRANKLIN
36 GftSTON
37 GATES
36 GRAHAM
39 GRANVILLE
to GREENE
ti Guilford

NUMBER
OF DEATHS

1965

56t

170
105
175
lit

69
9t

101
96

109
95

5

1

1

7

3
1

2
S
S
6
5
6

1

2
If

7
2

10
5
6

36
1

1

6

1

21
H

27
*

IS
2
2

1

30

HOMICIDE
DEATH
RATE*
1985

9.01

7.93
7.96

11.95
a.5S

6.t3
8,07
9,t3
10.60
11.50
6.68

t.88
3,75
10.31
26.66
0.00
0.00
6.93
t.68
6.50
10.97
<».75

7,9t
5.t3
8.5t
0.00
2,05
6.91
3,55

19.79
9.89
0.00
0.00

11,60
9.60
7.5t

It. 05
7.75
5,79
5,06
0,00
2, to

12.99
6.6t

10. tt
12.20
7.56

21.31
27,62
2,72
0,00

10. tl

NUMBER
OF DEATHS
1981-65

290t

925
5t7
602
630

tOl
t58
52t
t36
563
522

tt
11
3

23
t

3

26
7

21
17
60
38
31
29
1

19
9

t2
27
9
5

2

53
32
27

137
6

t

39
t

19
92
31

12t
21
79
6
3

15
6

131

DEATH
RATE*
1981-65

9.52

8.85
B.tt

11.32
9.72

7.63
a. 00
10.09
10.09
12.13
9,7t

8.72
8.tl
6.12

17.73
3.t6
t.03

12,30
6.56

13.67
e.2t
7.27

10.23
6.87
8.t6
3.t6
8.32
8,31
7,66
15,56
9. It
7.80
5.71

12.56
12. 3t
7.17

10.83
9,78
5.10
6.73
2.95
9.19

11. &t
10.83
9.82

13.37
9.t3

13.09
6.t3
8.39
7.3t
6,12

ADJUSTED
DEATH RATE+

1981-85

9.52

11. Ot
8.61

10.09
8.56

10. 9t
8,52
10.90
9.17
10.73
8.t3

9.5t
6.53
t.t6
17.37
2.79
3.25

11.51
5.9t
8.65
8.t7
9.7t
12.02
9.20
13.65
t.68
10.78
t.62
11.75
13.96
7.96
8.29
t.7t

It. 00
11.39
6.77
9.7t
11.87
t.5t
8.07
6.t9
7.t6
9.tl
7.77
9.62

11, 5t
11.55
8.13
7.3t
7.30
5.05
7.73

SrE SECTION I



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985i
HOMICIDE CONT'D,

NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS



LU
Q
I—

I

U

O
X

z
oM
<
D
Q.

QCOma
Q.
o

uiolo
H .<o
(UO

oi ID r^ o)
rv m lo

.̂ ^^o CO m v« CD v4
t\i -^ ^ ^ . .

O O O Q

•o r. O) _ *' *'

•*» •" "^ ^ _ «i
• • • CD ^^ CD

UJ
a.
D

5-143





LU
QM
CJ

O
X

UJZ
Q.OM
0)1-
UJ<

<D
(IQ.
O

>-Q.
I-HO
_JO<o
h- .

QCOOO
2'H

CO





TABLE 28

MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1985
NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS

INFANT DEATHS

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

NORTH CAROLINA

NUMBER
OF DEATHS

1985

1070

REGIONS

DEATH
RflTE*
1985

11,96

NUMBER DEATH
OF DEATHS RATE*
1981-85 1981-85

5535 12.90

ADJUSTED
DEATH BATE*

1981-85

0.00

DHR I WESTERN



MORTALITY STATISTICS FOR 1965,
INFANT DEATHS CONT'D.

NORTH CAROLINA RESIDENTS
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VI. TABLES AND FIGURES:
MULTIPLE CONDITIONS
PRESENT AT DEATH
1981-85
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